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THE CORE OF ZERO-DIMENSIONAL MONOMIAL IDEALS

CLAUDIA POLINI, BERND ULRICH AND MARIE A. VITULLI

ABSTRACT. The core of an ideal is the intersection of all its reductions. We describe the core of a
zero-dimensional monomial idealI as the largest monomial ideal contained in a general reduction of
I . This provides a new interpretation of the core in the monomial case as well as an efficient algorithm
for computing it. We relate the core to adjoints and first coefficient ideals, and in dimension two and
three we give explicit formulas.

1. INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this paper is to study the core of monomial ideals. According to Northcott and

Rees [22], a subidealJ of an idealI is a reductionof I providedI r+1 = JIr for some nonnegative

integerr. In a Noetherian ring,J is a reduction ofI if and only if I is integral overJ. Intuitively, a

reduction ofI is a simplification ofI that shares essential properties with the original ideal. Reduc-

tions are highly non-unique, even minimal reductions (withrespect to inclusion) that are known to

exist for ideals in Noetherian local rings. Thus one considers thecoreof the idealI , written core(I),

which is the intersection of all reductions ofI .

The core, introduced by Rees and Sally [25], is in a sense the opposite of the integral closure: the

integral closureI is the largest ideal integral overI , whereas core(I) is the intersection of all ideals

over whichI is integral. The core appears naturally in the context of Briançon-Skoda theorems that

compare the integral closure filtration with the adic filtration of an ideal. It is also connected to

adjoints, multiplier ideals and coefficient ideals.

Huneke-Swanson, Corso-Polini-Ulrich, Hyry-Smith, Polini-Ulrich, and Huneke-Trung [12, 4, 5,

16, 23, 13, 17] gave explicit formulas for cores in local rings (whose residue characteristic is zero or

large enough) by expressing them as colon ideals. For certain classes of ideals, which include zero-

dimensional ideals, they showed that core(I) = Jn+1 : In, whereJ is a minimal reduction ofI and

n is sufficiently large. Moreover, Hyry and Smith [16, 17] discovered an unforeseen relationship

with Kawamata’s conjecture on the non-vanishing of sections of line bundles. They proved that

Kawamata’s conjecture would follow from a formula that essentially amounts to a graded analogue

of the above formula for the core.

The known formulas for the core usually require the ambient ring to be local. In contrast, in

this paper we are primarily interested in the core of 0-dimensional monomial ideals in polynomial

rings. Thus we start Section 2 by establishing the expected colon formula for the core in the global
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ideals.
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2 C. POLINI, B. ULRICH AND M. VITULLI

setting, for 0-dimensional ideals. For this we prove that the core of 0-dimensional ideals commutes

with localization.

Let R= k[x1, . . . ,xd] be a polynomial ring over an infinite fieldk, write m = (x1, . . . ,xd), and

let I be a monomial ideal, that is, anR-ideal generated by monomials. Even though there may

not exist any proper reduction ofI which is monomial (or even homogeneous), the intersection of

all reductions, the core, is again a monomial ideal (becauseof the torus action, see for instance

[4, 5.1]). Lipman [19] and Huneke-Swanson [12] related the core to the adjoint ideal (see also

[15, 16, 17, 23]). The integral closure and the adjoint of a monomial ideal are again monomial

ideals and can be described in terms of the Newton polyhedronNP(I) of I [9, 10]. Such a description

cannot exist for the core, since the Newton polyhedron only depends on the integral closure of the

ideal, whereas the core may change when passing fromI to I . When attempting to derive any kind

of combinatorial description for the core of a monomial ideal from the known colon formulas, one

faces the problem that the colon formulas involve non-monomial ideals, unlessI has a reductionJ

generated by a monomial regular sequence. Instead, we exploit the existence of such non-monomial

reductions to devise an interpretation of the core in terms of monomial operations. This is done in

Section 3, where we prove that the core is the largest monomial ideal contained in a ‘general locally

minimal reduction’ ofI .

Let I be a 0-dimensional monomial ideal ink[x1, . . . ,xd] andJ an ideal generated byd general

k-linear combinations of minimal monomial generators ofI . UnlessI is generated by monomials

of the same degree,J may not even bem–primary, butJm is a minimal reduction ofIm. SinceI

is m-primary, there existni such thatxni
i ∈ I . The regular sequenceα = xdn1

1 , . . . ,xdnd
d is contained

in the core ofIm by the Briançon–Skoda theorem. Hence(J,α)m = Jm. BecauseK = (J,α) is a

reduction ofI with Km= Jm, we call suchK ageneral locally minimal reductionof I . As core(I) is

a monomial ideal contained inK, it is contained in mono(K), the largest monomial subideal ofK. In

Theorem 3.6 we actually show that core(I) = mono(K). Notice that one cannot expect the inclusion

core(I)⊂ mono(K) to be an equality unlessK is far from being monomial – which is guaranteed by

our general choice ofK.

The idea behind the proof of Theorem 3.6 is to show that mono(K) is independent of the gen-

eral locally minimal reductionK. Using the inclusion reversing operation of linkage, we express

mono(K) in terms of Mono((α) : K). Here Mono(L) denotes the smallest monomial ideal contain-

ing an arbitrary idealL, which can be easily computed as it is generated by the monomial supports of

generators ofL. We are able to show that Mono((α) : K) does not depend onK, which together with

the equality mono(K) = (α) : Mono((α) : K) gives the independence of mono(K). The last equality

is also interesting as it establishes a link between mono andMono, and because it yields an algo-

rithm for computing mono. A different algorithm can be foundin Saito-Sturmfels-Takayama [27].

Besides providing a new, combinatorial interpretation of the core, the formula core(I) = mono(K)

is in general more efficient computationally than the colon formula core(I) = Jn+1 : In, as it only
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requires taking colons ofd-generated ideals. Furthermore the new formula holds without any re-

striction on the characteristic.

Another way to find a combinatorial description of the core ofa monomial ideal is to express it

as the adjoint of a power of the ideal and use the known description of adjoints in terms of Newton

polyhedra. We pursue this approach in Section 4, where we show that core(I) = adj(Id) if I is

a 0-dimensional monomial idealI in a polynomial ringk[x1, . . . ,xd] of characteristic zero and all

large powers ofI are integrally closed or nearly integrally closed (see Theorem 4.12, which uses

Boutot’s Theorem [1], or Theorem 4.11 featuring a special case with an elementary proof). On the

other hand, the assumption on the integral closedness is notalways necessary, for in Sections 6 and

7 we present classes of ideals in dimension two and three for which this condition fails, whereas

core(I) = adj(Id). Our results of Section 4 are based on the fact that both the core and the adjoint

can be related to components of the graded canonical moduleωR[It ,t−1] of the extended Rees algebra

R[It , t−1]. This approach also led us to study the core by means of the first coefficient idealǏ of I .

Let D = End(ωR[It ,t−1]) denote theS2-ification of the extended Rees algebra ofI and definěI to be

theR-ideal withD1 = Ǐt ; this ideal is also the first coefficient ideal ofI , the largest ideal that has the

same zeroth and first Hilbert coefficient asI [28, 2]. As remarked before, the core may change as

one passes fromI to its integral closureI , however we show in Theorem 4.3 that one can replace

I by any ideal betweenI and Ǐ to compute the core, assuming thatI is a 0-dimensional monomial

ideal in characteristic zero. IfI has a reduction generated by a monomial regular sequence we prove

in fact thatǏ is the unique largest ideal integral overI that shares the same core (see Corollary 4.9).

In Sections 6 and 7 we determine explicitly the core of idealsgenerated by monomials of the

same degree, in a polynomial ring ind ≤ 3 variables. For instance, consider the cased = 2 and

write I = µ(xn,yn,{xn−ki yki}) with µ a monomial. We show that core(I) = µ(xδ,yδ)2n
δ−1 where

δ = gcd({ki},n) (see Theorem 6.4). In particular ifµ= 1 andδ = 1, then the core ofI is a power

of the maximal ideal and core(I) equals adj(I2) even thoughI need not be integrally closed (see

Corollary 6.6).

2. PRELIMINARIES

In this section we prove some general facts about cores in rings that are not necessarily local.

First we deal with the behavior of cores under localization.This issue was addressed in [4] for local

rings. Now instead we assume that the ideal be 0-dimensionalin order to assure that the core is a

finite intersection of reductions. We then use the results of[23, 13, 6] to obtain explicit formulas for

the core in global rings.

Proposition 2.1. Let R be a Noetherian ring, S a multiplicative subset of R, andI a 0-dimensional

ideal. Then

core(S−1I) = S−1core(I).
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Proof. Notice that there exists an integerN ≥ 0 such thatIN ⊂ J for every reductionJ of I [34,

2.4]. From this it follows that core(I) is 0-dimensional. HenceR/core(I) is Artinian, which implies

that core(I) is a finite intersection of reductions. Say core(I) =
Tt

i=1 Ji. The inclusion core(S−1I)⊂

S−1core(I) follows from

core(S−1I)⊂
t

\

i=1

S−1Ji = S−1
t

\

i=1

Ji = S−1core(I).

To prove thatS−1core(I)⊂ core(S−1I) we will show that every reduction ofS−1I is the localiza-

tion of a reduction ofI . Let J ⊂ S−1R be a reduction ofS−1I and considerJ = J ∩ I . Obviously

S−1J = J . We claim thatJ is a reduction ofI . It suffices to prove this locally at every primep of R.

If (J ∩R)p= Rp thenJp= Ip. Now assume that(J ∩R)p 6= Rp. For every minimal primeq of J ∩R,

the idealS−1q is a minimal prime ofJ , hence ofS−1I . Thereforeq is a minimal prime ofI , showing

that J ∩R is 0-dimensional. Hencep is a minimal prime ofJ ∩R. Therefore as beforeS−1p is a

minimal prime ofJ , which givesRp= (S−1R)S−1p. HenceJp= JS−1p is a reduction ofIp. �

Let Rbe a ring. Recall that ifJ is a reduction of anR-idealI , then thereduction number rJ(I) of I

with respect toJ is the smallest nonnegative integerr with I r+1 = JIr . For a sequenceα = α1, . . . ,αs

of elements inRand a positive integert, we writeαt for the sequenceαt
1, . . . ,α

t
s. If L is a monomial

ideal in a polynomial ring with minimal monomial generatorsα = α1, . . . ,αs, write L〈t〉 = (αt).

Lemma 2.2. Let R be a Noetherian ring, and let I be an ideal with g= htI > 0 having a reduction

generated by a regular sequenceα. Then for t≥ r(α)(I) and i≥ 0,

(α)t+i : I t = (αt+i) : I gt+(g−1)(i−1) = (αt+i) : (I gt+(g−1)(i−1),αt+i).

Proof. Sinceα is a regular sequence we have

(αt+i) : (α)(g−1)(t+i−1) = (α)t+i .

Hence fort ≥ r(α)(I),

(α)t+i : I t = ((αt+i) : (α)(g−1)(t+i−1)) : I t

= (αt+i) : (α)(g−1)(t+i−1)I t

= (αt+i) : Igt+(g−1)(i−1)

= (αt+i) : (Igt+(g−1)(i−1),αt+i).

We are now ready to state the formulas for the core that we willuse throughout:

Theorem 2.3. Let R be a Cohen-Macaulay ring containing an infinite field k and I a 0-dimensional

ideal of height d> 0 having a reduction generated by a regular sequenceα. Assume thatchark= 0

or chark> r(α)(I). Then for t≥ r(α)(I),

core(I) = (α)t+1 : I t = (αt+1) : Idt = (αt+1) : (Idt,αt+1).
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Proof. Proposition 2.1, [13, 3.7], and [23, 3.4] show that core(I) = (α)t+1 : I t for t ≥ r(α)(I). The

last two equalities follow from Lemma 2.2.

Remark 2.4. If in Theorem 2.3 the idealI is unmixed then the assumption thatI has a reduction

generated by a regular sequence is automatically satisfied,as can be seen from basic element theory.

For a more general result we refer to [21, Theorem].

In the graded case, the assumption on the characteristic in Theorem 2.3 can be dropped:

Theorem 2.5. Let R be a Cohen-Macaulay geometrically reduced positivelygraded ring over an

infinite field and I a0-dimensional ideal of height d> 0 generated by forms of the same degree. Let

α be a homogeneous regular sequence generating a reduction ofI. Then for t≥ r(α)(I),

core(I) = (α)t+1 : I t = (αt+1) : Idt = (αt+1) : (Idt,αt+1).

Proof. By [6, 4.1] we have core(I) = (α)t+1 : I t for t ≥ r(α)(I). The other two equalities follow

from Lemma 2.2.

Remark 2.6. Notice that a regular sequenceα as in Theorem 2.5 always exists.

3. AN ALGORITHM

In this section we prove a formula for the core of 0-dimensional monomial ideals. This formula

gives a new interpretation of the core in terms of operationson monomial ideals and at the same

time provides an algorithm that is more efficient in general than the formulas of Theorems 2.3 and

2.5. Furthermore the new approach does not require any restriction on the characteristic.

Notation and Discussion 3.1. Let R= k[x1, . . . ,xd] be a polynomial ring over a fieldk. For anR-

idealL we let mono(L) denote the largest monomial ideal contained inL and Mono(L) the smallest

monomial ideal containingL. Note that Mono(L) is easy to compute, being the ideal generated

by the monomial supports of generators ofL. The computation of mono(L) is also accessible; the

algorithm provided in [27, 4.4.2] computes mono(L) by multi-homogenizingL with respect tod

new variables and then contracting back to the ringR. The ideal mono(L) can be computed in

CoCoA with the built-in commandMonsInIdeal.

From now on letk be an infinite field and writem = (x1, . . . ,xd) for the homogeneous maximal

ideal ofR. To begin we will use linkage to give a new algorithm to compute mono(L) for a class of

ideals includingm-primary ideals.
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Lemma 3.2. Let L be an unmixed R-ideal of height g andβ ⊂ L a regular sequence consisting of g

monomials. Then

mono(L) = (β) : Mono((β) : L).

Proof. Notice that(β) : Mono((β) : L) ⊂ (β) : ((β) : L) ⊂ L, where the last containment holds

sinceR/(β) is Gorenstein andL is unmixed. Now observe that colons of monomial ideals are

monomial. Hence(β) : Mono((β) : L)⊂ mono(L). The other inclusion follows from the following

containments. First,(β) : L ⊂ (β) : mono(L). But (β) : mono(L) is monomial and hence Mono((β) :

L)⊂ (β) : mono(L). Therefore mono(L)⊂ (β) : Mono((β) : L).

Notation and Discussion 3.3. Now let I denote anm-primary monomial ideal. For eachi let ni be

the smallest power ofxi in I ; suchni exist sinceI ism-primary. Writeα = xdn1
1 , . . . ,xdnd

d and letJ be

an ideal generated byd generalk-linear combinations of minimal monomial generators ofI . If the

idealI is generated by forms of the same degree,J is a general minimal reduction ofI [22, 5.1]. In

general however,I andJ may not even have the same radical. Nevertheless,Jm is a general minimal

reduction ofIm by [22, 5.1]. Consider the idealK = (J,α). Observe that them-primary idealK is

a reduction ofI . Thus core(I)⊂ mono(K) since the core is a monomial ideal. The Briançon-Skoda

theorem implies(α)m ⊂ core(Im). HenceKm = Jm, and wheneverI is generated by forms of the

same degree thenK = J. We callK ageneral locally minimal reductionof I .

In order to prove the equality core(I) = mono(K) we need to show that mono(K) is independent

of K; by this we mean that mono(K) is constant as the coefficient matrix definingJ varies in a

suitable dense open set of an affinek-space:

Lemma 3.4. With assumptions as in 3.1 and in 3.3, the idealMono((α) : K) does not depend on

the general locally minimal reduction K.

Proof. Let f1, . . . , fn be minimal monomial generators ofI . Let z= zi j , 1≤ i ≤ d, 1≤ j ≤ n, be

variables and writeT = R[z]. Let J denote theT-ideal generated by thed generic linear combina-

tions∑n
j=1zi j f j , 1≤ i ≤ d, and letK be theT-ideal (J ,α). For λ = λi j , 1≤ i ≤ d, 1≤ j ≤ n, any

elements ink, we consider the maximal idealM = (m,z−λ) = (m,{zi j −λi j}) of T. We identify

the setA = {M = (m,z− λ) |λ ∈ kdn} with the set ofk-rational points of the affine spaceAdn
k .

Write πλ : T → R for the homomorphism ofR-algebras withπλ(zi j ) = λi j . This map induces a local

homomorphismTM → Rm, which we still denote byπλ.

Notice thatπλ(K ) = K for λ in a dense open subsetU1 ⊂ Adn
k .

Now we claim that there is a dense open subsetU2 ⊂ Adn
k such thatKM is Cohen-Macaulay.

Indeed, letN be a(d−1)st syzygy of theT-idealK . The free locus ofN is a dense open subsetU

of Spec(T). It containsmT sinceNmT is a(d−1)st syzygy of the idealKmT over thed-dimensional

regular local ringTmT . Thus intersectingU with A we obtain a dense open subsetU2 ⊂ Adn
k where

NM is free. Since the idealKM has height at leastd it is Cohen-Macaulay.
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For everyλ ∈ U2 the idealKM is Cohen-Macaulay. Therefore(α) : KM specializes according

to [14, 2.13], that is,πλ((α) : KM ) = (α) : πλ(KM ). Thusπλ((α) : K )m = ((α) : πλ(K ))m be-

causeπλ(TM ) = Rm. On the other hand,πλ((α) : K ) ism-primary sinceα = πλ(α)⊂ πλ((α) : K ).

Thereforeπλ((α) : K ) = (α) : πλ(K ) for everyλ ∈U2.

We think of T as a polynomial ring inx1, . . . ,xd over k[z]. Write the generators of(α) : K as

sums of monomials in thex’s with coefficientsg1(z), . . . ,gt(z). TheR-ideal Mono(πλ((α) : K )) is

independent ofλ for λ ∈U3 = Dg1···gt .

For λ ∈ U1 ∩U2 ∩U3 the R-ideal K = πλ(K ) is a general locally minimal reduction ofI and

Mono((α) : K) = Mono((α) : πλ(K )) = Mono(πλ((α) : K )) does not depend onλ.

Corollary 3.5. With assumptions as in 3.1 and in 3.3, the idealmono(K) does not depend on the

general locally minimal reduction K.

Proof. The claim follows from Lemmas 3.2 and 3.4.

We are now ready to prove the main result of this section.

Theorem 3.6. With assumptions as in 3.1 and in 3.3,

core(I) = mono(K) = (α) : Mono((α) : K).

Proof. We already know that core(I) ⊂ mono(K). Furthermore mono(K) = (α) : Mono((α) : K)

by Lemma 3.2. Thus it suffices to show that mono(K)⊂ core(I). From [4, 4.5] it follows that

core(Im) = (K1)m∩ . . .∩ (Kt)m

for general locally minimal reductionsK1, . . . ,Kt of I . According to Corollary 3.5 we may assume

that mono(K) = mono(Ki) for 1≤ i ≤ t. Therefore mono(K)⊂ K1∩ . . .∩Kt and thus mono(K)m⊂

core(Im) = core(I)m, where the last equality holds by Proposition 2.1. Hence mono(K) ⊂ core(I)

as core(I) ism-primary.

Remark 3.7. The above theorem gives a new interpretation of the core of a monomial idealI as the

largest monomial ideal contained in a general locally minimal reduction ofI . This idea can be easily

implemented in CoCoA using a script to obtaind general elements in the idealI and the built-in

commandMonsInIdealto compute mono(K).

Remark 3.8. The formula of Theorem 2.3 does not hold in arbitrary characteristic (see [23, 4.9]).

However, ifJ and I are monomial ideals,Jn+1 : In is obviously independent of the characteristic.

On the other hand, the algorithm based on Theorem 3.6 works inany characteristic, but its output,

mono(K), is characteristic dependent. In fact we are now going to exhibit a zero-dimensional

monomial idealI for which core(I) = mono(K) varies with the characteristic. AsI has a reduction

J generated by a monomial regular sequence this shows that theformula of Theorem 2.3 fails to

hold in arbitrary characteristic even for 0-dimensional monomial ideals.
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Example 3.9. Let R= k[x,y] be a polynomial ring over an infinite fieldk, consider the idealI =

(x6,x5y3,x4y4,x2y8,y9), and writeJ = (x6,y9). One hasrJ(I) = 2. If chark 6= 2 then the formula of

Theorem 2.3 as well as the algorithm of Theorem 3.6 give core(I)= J3 : I2 = J(x4,x3y,x2y2,xy5,y6)=

(x10,x9y,x8y2,x7y5,x6y6,x4y9,x3y10,x2y11,xy14,y15). On the other hand, if chark = 2 then Theo-

rem 3.6 shows that core(I) = (x10,x8y,x7y5,x6y6,x4y9,x3y10,x2y11,xy14,y15)! J3 : I2.

4. THE CORE, THE FIRST COEFFICIENT IDEAL AND THE ADJOINT

Notation and Discussion 4.1. Let Rbe a Gorenstein ring, letI be anR-ideal withg= ht I > 0, and

assume thatI has a reductionJ which is locally a complete intersection of heightg. Consider the

inclusions

A= R[Jt, t−1]⊂ B= R[It , t−1]⊂ R[t, t−1].

Notice thatA is a Gorenstein ring. We defineωA = Atg−1 ⊂ R[t, t−1] and write−∨ = HomA(−,ωA),

F = Quot(R[t]). We may chooseωB = ωA :R[t,t−1] B= ωA :F B≃ B∨ as a graded canonical module

of B. According to [23, 2.2.2],

(1) ωB =⊕i(J
s+i−g+1 : Is)t i

for everys≥ rJ(I). Observe that[ωB]i = Rti for i ≪ 0. Write

D = ωB :R[t,t−1] ωB

= ωB :F ωB

= ωA :F ωB

= A :F (A :F B)

= A :R[t,t−1] (A :R[t,t−1] B).

Notice thatD ≃ EndB(ωB) ≃ B∨∨ is anS2-fication ofB. DefineǏ to be theR-ideal with [D]1 = Ǐt .

One hasI ⊂ Ǐ ⊂ I , and Ǐ is the first coefficient ideal ofI in the sense of [28, 2, 3]. Finally, write

C= R[Ǐt , t−1]. The inclusionsB⊂C ⊂ D are equalities locally in codimension one inA, and hence

upon applyingωA :F −≃−∨ yield equalities

(2) ωB = ωC = ωD.

We first give a formula expressingD andǏ in terms of colon ideals. For this we need to consider

an integeru≥ 0 such that the graded canonical module ofB= R[It , t−1] is generated in degrees at

mostg−1+u as a module overA= R[Jt, t−1]. WheneverI is a monomial ideal one can takeu= 0,

as we will see in Theorem 4.6. However, this is not longer trueif I is not monomial andB is not

Cohen-Macaulay, see [23, 4.13].
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Theorem 4.2. In addition to the assumptions of 4.1 suppose that R is regular. Let s≥ rJ(I) be an

integer and u≥ 0 an integer such that Js+u+i : Is = Ji(Js+u : Is) for every i≥ 0. One has

D =⊕i(J
i+u : (Js+u : Is))t i .

In particular

Ǐ = J1+u : (Js+u : Is).

Proof. We need to prove thatD = A :R[t,t−1] (J
s+u :R Is)tu. The Briançon-Skoda Theorem [20,

Theorem 1] givesIs+i ⊂ Js+i−g+1 for every integeri, henceJi ⊂ Js+i−g+1 :R Is. Now Equation (1)

shows thatA ⊂ ωB. The same equation and our assumption also give[ωB]i = (Js+u :R Is)[tuωA]i

for i ≥ g− 1+ u. Hence writingL = A+(Js+u :R Is)tuωA we obtain an exact sequence of graded

A-modules

0−→ L −→ ωB −→ N −→ 0,

with N concentrated in finitely many degrees. It follows thatN has grade≥ 2.

Thus applyingωA :F −≃−∨ yields

D = ωA :F ωB

= ωA :F L

= (ωA :F A)∩ (ωA :F (Js+u :R Is)tuωA)

= ωA∩ (A :F (Js+u :R Is)tu)

= A :ωA (J
s+u :R Is)tu.

As Jg−1+u ⊂ Js+u :R Is we obtain

Ji+u :R (Js+u :R Is)⊂ Ji+u :R Jg−1+u = Ji−g+1,

where the last equality holds because grJ(R) is Cohen-Macaulay and htJ > 0. ThusA :R[t,t−1] (J
s :R

Is)tu ⊂ ωA, showing that

A :R[t,t−1] (J
s+u :R Is)tu = A :ωA (J

s+u :R Is)tu = D.

In many cases all ideals betweenI andǏ have the same core:

Theorem 4.3. In addition to the assumptions of 4.1 suppose that R containsan infinite field k

with chark = 0 or chark > rJ(I). Further assume that R is local or I is0-dimensional. Then

core(I) = core(Ǐ ).

Proof. By Proposition 2.1 and [23, 4.8] we haveJs+1 : Ǐs ⊂ core(Ǐ) for s≫ 0. On the other hand

core(Ǐ )⊂ core(I) sinceǏ is integral overI . From Proposition 2.1 and [23, 4.5] we obtain core(I) =

Js+1 : Is. Finally, Equations (1) and (2) show that

(Js+1 : Is)tg = [ωB]g = [ωC]g = (Js+1 : Ǐs)tg.
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Theorem 4.4. Let R be a Gorenstein geometrically reduced positively graded ring over an infinite

field and I a 0-dimensional ideal generated by forms of the same degree. Thencore(I) = core(Ǐ).

Proof. Let J be a reduction ofI generated by a homogeneous regular sequence ands≫ 0 an integer.

As in the proof of Theorem 4.3 one sees thatJs+1 : Is = Js+1 : Ǐs ⊂ core(Ǐ)⊂ core(I). Furthermore

from Theorem 2.5 we obtain core(I) = Js+1 : Is.

Assumptions 4.5. Let R= k[x1, . . . ,xd] be a polynomial ring over an infinite fieldk and write

m= (x1, . . . ,xd) for the homogeneous maximal ideal ofR. Let I 6= 0 be a monomial ideal of height

g and leta be an ideal generated byg k-linear combinations of the minimal monomial generators of

I . We assume thatI has a reductionJ generated by a regular sequence of monomials, and we write

r for the reduction number ofI with respect toJ.

Now our goal is to expresšI as a colon ideal and to prove that under certain conditions,Ǐ is the

unique largest ideal inI having the same core asI . For this we need the next theorem, which says

that we may takeu= 0 in Theorem 4.2 provided we are in the setting of 4.5.

Theorem 4.6. With assumptions as in 4.5 one has for every s≥ r and every i≥ 0,

Js+i : Is = Ji(Js: Is)

and

(as+i : Is)m= a
i(as : Is)m.

Proof. To prove the first equality writef1, . . . , fg for the monomial generators ofJ. Clearly

Ji(Js: Is) ⊂ Js+i : Is. Notice also thatJs+i : Is ⊂ Js+i : Js ⊂ Ji sinceJ is generated by a regular

sequence. Letf be a monomial contained inJs+i : Is, and write f = f j1 · · · f ji · h. Observe that

f j1 · · · f ji ·hIs = f Is ⊂ Js+i. ThereforehIs ⊂ Js+i : ( f j1 · · · f ji ) = Js. Henceh∈ Js: Is, which gives

f ∈ Ji(Js: Is).

To prove the second equality notice thatram (Im)≤ r [29, 3.4] and hence(as+i : Is)m=(Js+i : Is)m

by Equation (1). Also observe that(Js+i+1 : Is)m= a(Js+i : Is)m wheneveri ≥ i0 for some fixed in-

teger i0, becauseωB ⊗R Rm is finitely generated as a graded module overRm[at, t−1]. Hence it

suffices to prove that(Js+i : Is)m= ai(Js: Is)m for each of the finitely manyi in the range 0≤ i ≤ i0.

We write H = (Js+i : Is)m andK = (Js: Is)m. Notice thatI iK ⊂ H by Equation (1) sinceωB is a

B-module.

We completef1, . . . , fg to monomial generatorsf1, . . . , fn of I . Let z= zi j , 1≤ i ≤ g, 1≤ j ≤

n, be variables and writeT = Rm[z]. Let J denote theT-ideal generated by theg generic linear

combinations∑n
j=1zi j f j , 1 ≤ i ≤ g. Notice thatJ iKT ⊂ HT as J ⊂ IT . SinceH = JiK and J

specializes toJm modulo({zi j −δi j }), it follows thatHT = J iKT +[({zi j −δi j})∩HT]. Consider

the maximal idealM = (m,z−δ) = (m,{zi j −δi j}) of T. As z−δ form a regular sequence onTM

andTM /HTM , we conclude thatHTM = J iKTM according to Nakayama’s Lemma. Forλ= λi j , 1≤

i ≤ g, 1≤ j ≤ n, any elements ink, we consider the maximal idealMλ = (m,z−λ) = (m,{zi j −λi j})
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of T. We identify the setA = {Mλ |λ ∈ kgn} with the set ofk-rational points of the affine spaceAgn
k .

Since the two idealsHT andJ iKT coincide locally atM = Mδ the same holds locally atMλ for λ
in a dense open neighborhood ofδ in Agn

k . Specializing moduloz−λ we conclude thatH = aiK.

Corollary 4.7. With assumptions as in 4.5 one has for every s≥ r,

Ǐ = J : (Js: Is)

and

Ǐm= am : (as
m : Is

m).

Proof. We use Theorems 4.2 and 4.6.

Corollary 4.8. In addition to the assumptions of 4.5 let H be an ideal integral over I. If Jt+i : Ht =

Jt+i : I t for some i≥ 0 and t≫ 0, thenωR[Ht,t−1] = ωR[It ,t−1].

Proof. Write A= R[Jt, t−1]. We have an inclusion of finitely generated gradedA-modules

ωR[Ht,t−1] ⊂ ωR[It ,t−1].

By our assumption these modules coincide in degreeg+ i −1 according to Equation (1). By Theo-

rem 4.6 the canonical moduleωR[It ,t−1] is generated in degrees≤ g−1 as anA-module, which forces

the two modules to be the same in degrees≥ g+ i −1. Furthermore the two modules coincide in

degrees≪ 0. Since they satisfyS2 it then follows that they are equal.

Corollary 4.9. In addition to the assumptions of 4.5 suppose that I is0-dimensional.

(a) Let H be an ideal integral over I with the same core as I. If H andI are generated by forms

of the same degree or ifchark= 0, thenωR[Ht,t−1] = ωR[It ,t−1].

(b) If chark= 0 then the ideaľI is the largest ideal integral over I with the same core as I.

Proof. To prove part (a) notice thatJt+1 : I t = core(I) = core(H) = Jt+1 : Ht for t ≫ 0 by the first

equality in Theorems 2.5 or 2.3. Now apply Corollary 4.8.

Part (b) follows from part (a). Indeed, by (a) ifH is an ideal integral overI with the same core as

I thenǏ = Ȟ. On the other hand, core(I) = core(Ǐ) by Theorem 4.3.

The next corollary shows that in some cases the Rees ring of a monomial ideal is Cohen-Macaulay

if it satisfiesS2. Monomial algebras in general are Cohen-Macaulay providedthey are normal, but

theS2 property does not suffice [8, Theorem 1 and Remark 4].

Corollary 4.10. In addition to the assumptions of 4.5 suppose that d= 2. One has:

(a) rJ(Ǐ)≤ 1.

(b) R[Ǐt ] is the S2− ification ofR[It ] and it is Cohen-Macaulay.

(c) If R[It ] satisfies S2 then it is Cohen-Macaulay.
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Proof. To prove part (a) we may replaceI by Ǐ to assuměI = I . Observe that by Corollary 4.7,

Im = am : (as
m : Is

m) for s≫ 0. However,am ⊂ as
m : Is

m according to the Briançon-Skoda Theorem

[20, Theorem 1]. Therefoream : Im = am : (am : (as
m : Is

m)) = as
m : Is

m. Sinceas
m : Is

m is the degree

g−1 component of the canonical module ofRm[Imt, t−1], it does not depend onam. Hence the ideal

Im is balanced [31, 3.6]. Therefore,Im has reduction number at most 1 according to [31, 4.8]. It

follows thatrJ(I)≤ 1.

To prove (b) and (c) observe that part (a), [33, 3.1], and [7, 3.10] imply the Cohen-Macaulayness

of the Rees algebra ofǏm and hence of̌I .

We now turn to the relationship between cores and adjoints asdefined in [19, 1.1]. Whenever the

core is an adjoint one has a combinatorial description of theformer in terms of a Newton polyhedron.

In fact Howald has shown that ifI is a monomial ideal then its adjoint (or multiplier ideal) adj(I)

is the monomial ideal with exponent set{α ∈ Zd
≥0 | α+1 ∈ NP◦(I)}, where1 = (1,1, . . . ,1) ∈ Zd

≥0

and NP◦(I) denotes the interior of the Newton polyhedron ofI [9, Main Theorem] (see also [30,

16.5.3]).

Theorem 4.11. In addition to the assumptions of 4.5 suppose that I is0-dimensional. Assume that

chark = 0, chark > rJ(I), or I is generated by monomials of the same degree. IfIdt ⊂ (Idt,J〈t+1〉)

for some t≥ max{rJ(I),d−1}, thencore(I) = adj(Id).

Proof. One has adj(Id) ⊂ adj(Id
m)∩R by the definition of the adjoint. On the other hand [19,

1.4.1(ii)] shows that adj(Id
m)⊂ core(Im). Finally core(Im)∩R= core(I) according to Proposition 2.1.

Therefore adj(Id)⊂ core(I).

To show the reverse inclusion notice that core(I) = J〈t+1〉 : Idt = J〈t+1〉 : Idt, where the first equal-

ity holds by Theorems 2.3 and 2.5, and the second equality follows from our assumption onI . Thus

it suffices to show thatJ〈t+1〉 : Idt ⊂ adj(Id).

Write J = (xn1
1 , . . . ,xnd

d ) and L = lcm(n1, . . . ,nd). Consider the vectorsn = (n1, . . . ,nd), ω =

(L/n1, . . . ,L/nd) and1 = (1, . . . ,1) in Zd
≥0. Let xα 6∈ adj(Id). We need to show thatxα 6∈ J〈t+1〉 : Idt.

As J〈t+1〉 ⊂ Jd ⊂ adj(Id) we concludexα 6∈ J〈t+1〉. Thus writing β = (t + 1)n − α− 1, we have

β ∈ Zd
≥0 andxαxβ 6∈ J〈t+1〉. It remains to prove thatxβ ∈ Idt = Jdt or equivalently thatω ·β ≥ dtL.

Indeed, asxα 6∈ adj(Id) = adj(Jd), [9, Main Theorem] (see also [30, 16.5.3]) givesω ·α ≤ dL−ω ·1.

Hence

ω ·β = (t +1)ω ·n−ω ·α−ω ·1

= (t +1)dL−ω ·α−ω ·1

≥ (t +1)dL− (dL−ω ·1)−ω ·1

= dtL.
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In characteristic 0 one has a characterization for when core(I) = adj(Id) even when the monomial

ideal I does not have a reduction generated by a regular sequence of monomial. However, the proof

of this fact, which generalizes [16, 5.3.4], is less elementary than the one above.

Theorem 4.12. Let R= k[x1, . . . ,xd] be a polynomial ring over a field k of characteristic0. Let I be

a 0-dimensional monomial ideal and letα be a regular sequence generating a reduction of I. Then

adj(Id) = (α)t+1 : I t ⊂ (α)t+1 : I t = core(I)

for every t≥ max{r(α)(I), d− 1}, and equality holds if and only ifIdt ⊂ (Idt,αt+1) for some t≥

max{r(α)(I),d−1}.

Proof. Let B denote the integral closure ofB=R[It , t−1] in R[t, t−1]. According to [8, Proposition 1]

the integral closureB is a direct summand of a polynomial ring overk, hence [1, Théorème] shows

thatB has only rational singularities. LikewiseR[It ] is Cohen-Macaulay by the same references or

[8, Theorem 1]. According to Proposition 2.1 and since adj(Id) = ∩adj(Id
m), where the intersection

is taken over all maximal idealsm of R, we may replaceR by any of its localizationsRm. As B has

rational singularities, one obtains adj(Id) = [ωB]d, which can be deduced from [19, 1.3.1] (see [32]

for details). According to [24] the Cohen-Macaulayness ofR[It ] implies thatI j = (α) j−d+1Id−1 for

every j ≥ d− 1. Now a computation as in [23, 2.2.2] yields[ωB]d = (α)t+1 : I t = (αt+1) : Idt for

everyt ≥ d−1, where the last equality follows as in Lemma 2.2. Thereforeadj(Id) = (α)t+1 : I t =

(αt+1) : Idt. On the other hand core(I) = (α)t+1 : I t = (αt+1) : Idt for everyt ≥ r(α)(I) according to

Theorem 2.3, and the assertion follows.

Notice that if equality holds in the previous theorem then core(I) = core(I). This condition is

necessary for the core to be the adjoint ofId as adj(Id) = adj(I
d
)⊂ core(I)⊂ core(I). On the other

hand, the next example shows that the core may not coincide with the adjoint even if the monomial

ideal I is integrally closed.

Example 4.13. Let k[x,y,z] be a polynomial ring over an infinite fieldk with chark 6= 2 and letm

denote the homogeneous maximal ideal. Consider the idealI = (x3,y4,z5) and writeJ= (x3,y4,z5).

One hasrJ(I) = 2. From the formula of Theorem 2.3 we obtain core(I) =mI2. Notice thatx2y3z4 6∈

mI2, whereas(x2y3z4)2 ∈ (mI2)2. Thus core(I) is not integrally closed althoughI is. In particular

core(I) cannot be an adjoint ideal because adjoints are always integrally closed. Also notice that

the Rees algebraR[It ] is Cohen-Macaulay becauseI is integrally closed withrJ(I) ≤ 2, see [11, p.

317], [18, Theorem 1], [33, 3.1], [7, 3.10].

5. THE CORE IN WEIGHTED POLYNOMIAL RINGS

For a positively graded ringSand a positive integern we letS≥n denote the homogeneousS-ideal

⊕ℓ≥nSℓ. Notice thatS≥n is not necessarily generated in degreen. In this section we study the core

of ideals of the formS≥n, whereS is a weighted polynomial ring. The case of section rings of line
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bundles has been been considered by Hyry and Smith in connection with a conjecture by Kawamata

(see [16, 17]). For us, the idealsS≥n are mainly interesting because they shed light on the core of

monomial ideals in standard graded polynomial rings, as will be explained in Section 7.

Lemma 5.1. Let R= k[x1, . . . ,xd] be a polynomial ring over a field k, S= k[xa1
1 , . . . ,xad

d ], n a multiple

of lcm(a1, . . . ,ad), and J the S-ideal generated by xn
1, . . . ,x

n
d. The following hold:

(a) Ji is a reduction of S≥in for every i≥ 1.

(b) If the S-ideal S≥n is normal then

J〈t+1〉 :S (S≥n)
dt = J〈t+1〉 :S S≥dnt = S≥dn−∑ai+1 for t ≥ d−1.

Proof. For every monomialf ∈ S≥in we havef n ∈ Jin. This gives part (a).

To prove part (b) notice that(S≥n)
dt = S≥dnt by part (a) as(S≥n)

dt is integrally closed. Thus it

suffices to show the second equality. Sincet ≥ d−1 we haveJ〈t+1〉 ⊂ S≥n(t+1) ⊂ S≥dn−∑ai+1, and

we may pass to the ringA = S/J〈t+1〉. Notice thatA is an Artinian graded Gorenstein ring with

socle degreedn(t+1)−∑ai . Therefore 0:A(A≥dnt) = A≥dn−∑ai+1. Indeed, to see that the left hand

side is contained in the right hand side, letf 6= 0 be a homogeneous element in 0:A(A≥dnt). There

exists a homogeneous elementλ ∈ A such that 06= λ f ∈ soc(A). In particular deg(λ) < dnt and

deg(λ f ) = dn(t +1)−∑ai . This implies deg( f )≥ dn−∑ai +1, hencef ∈ A≥dn−∑ai+1.

Proposition 5.2. Let R= k[x1, . . . ,xd] be a polynomial ring over an infinite field k, S= k[xa1
1 , . . . ,xad

d ],

and n a multiple oflcm(a1, . . . ,ad). Assume thatchark = 0 or the S-ideal S≥n is generated by

monomials of degree n. If S≥n is a normal S-ideal thencore(S≥n) = S≥dn−∑ai+1.

Proof. The assertion follows from Theorems 2.3 and 2.5, and Lemma 5.1.

Corollary 5.3. Let R= k[x1, . . . ,xd] be a polynomial ring over an infinite field k, S= k[xa1
1 , . . . ,xad

d ],

a= lcm(a1, . . . ,ad), and n= sa. Assume thatchark = 0 or the S-ideal S≥n is generated by mono-

mials of degree n. If s≥ d−1 thencore(S≥n) = S≥dn−∑ai+1.

Proof. By [26, 3.5] theS-idealS≥n is normal. Now the assertion follows from Proposition 5.2.

Corollary 5.4. Let k[x,y,z] be a polynomial ring over an infinite field k, S= k[xa,yb,zc] with a,b,c

pairwise relatively prime, and n a multiple of abc. Assume that chark = 0 or the S-ideal S≥n is

generated by monomials of degree n. Thencore(S≥n) = S≥3n−a−b−c+1.

Proof. TheS-idealS≥n is normal according to [35, 3.13] and [26, 3.5]. Again the assertion follows

from Proposition 5.2.

The next example shows that Proposition 5.2 does not hold without the normality assumption.

Example 5.5. Let k[x,y,z] be a polynomial ring over a fieldk with chark = 0 and consider the

subringS= k[x30,y35,z42]. We taken= lcm(30,35,42) = 210, in which case 3n−a−b−c+1 =

524. It turns out thatS≥524( core(S≥210)( core(S≥210) = S≥520.
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6. MONOMIALS OF THE SAME DEGREE: DIMENSION TWO

In this section we prove a formula for the core of ideals generated by monomials of the same

degree in a polynomial ring in two variables. We start with a number theoretic lemma.

Lemma 6.1. Let k1, . . . ,ks be non negative integers, n a positive integer, and writeδ= gcd(k1, . . . ,ks,n).

Every integer t divisible byδ can be written in the form

t = αn+
s

∑
i=1

βiki ,

whereβi ≥ 0 for all i and ∑s
i=1βi < n/δ. Furthermore, if t≫ 0 we can takeα ≥ 0.

Proof. The second assertion follows trivially from the first, since∑βi < n/δ andn and theki are

fixed.

Replacingt, ki , n by t/δ, ki/δ, andn/δ, respectively, we may assume thatδ= 1. For anyt ∈Z, we

can writet = αn+∑s
i=1 βiki whereα,βi ∈ Z since gcd(k1, . . . ,ks,n) = 1. We proceed by induction

on s. Let s= 1. Writeβ1 = qn+ r with 0≤ r ≤ n−1. Thent = αn+β1k1 = (α+qk1)n+ rk1. So

the assertion holds fors= 1.

Now assumes> 1 and the first assertion holds fors− 1. Let δ j = gcd(k1, . . . , k̂ j , . . . ,ks,n) for

1 ≤ j ≤ s. If δ j = 1 for some j then the conclusion follows from the induction hypothesis.So

assume thatδ j > 1 for all j. For each 1≤ j ≤ s choose a primep j that dividesδ j ; notice that

p j ∤ k j . Hencep1, . . . , ps are distinct primes,∏ p j | n and ∏ j 6=i p j | ki . Thus∏ j 6=i p j | gcd(n,ki)

and∏ j 6=i p j ≥ 2s−1 ≥ s, hence gcd(n,ki) ≥ s. Changingβi modulon/gcd(n,ki) using the division

algorithm, we can assume that 0≤ βi ≤
n

gcd(n,ki )
−1≤ n

s −1 and hence∑βi ≤ n−1.

Assumptions 6.2. Let R= k[x,y] be a polynomial ring over a fieldk and writem for the homo-

geneous maximal ideal ofR. Let I be anR-ideal generated by monomials of the same degree.

Write I = µ(xn,yn,xn−k1yk1, . . . ,xn−ksyks) with µ a monomial and 0< k1 < · · · < ks < n, and set

δ = gcd(k1, . . . ,ks,n).

Lemma 6.3. In addition to the assumptions of 6.2 suppose that µ= 1 andδ = 1. Then for t≫ 0,

m
2nt ⊂ I2t +(xn(t+1),yn(t+1)).

Proof. Consider a monomial generatorxuyv of m2nt. Thusu+ v = 2nt and we may assumeu <

n(t +1) andv< n(t +1). Sinceu+ v= 2nt = n(t +1)+n(t −1), we must havev> n(t −1). By

Lemma 6.1 we can write

v= αn+
s

∑
i=1

βiki ,

whereβi ≥ 0 and∑s
i=1 βi ≤ n−1. Asv> n(t −1) andt ≫ 0, we can takeα ≥ 0; we also haveα ≤ t

sincev< n(t +1).
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Now

u = 2nt−αn−∑βiki

= 2nt−αn−∑βin+∑βi(n−ki)

= (2t −α−∑βi)n+∑βi(n−ki).

Notice that 2t −α−∑βi ≥ 0, becauset ≫ 0 andα+∑βi ≤ t +n−1≤ 2t. Thus

(u,v) = (2t −α−∑βi)(n,0)+∑βi(n−ki ,ki)+α(0,n)

is the exponent of a monomial inI2t .

We are now ready to prove the main theorem of the section.

Theorem 6.4. In addition to the assumptions of 6.2 suppose that k is an infinite field. Then

core(I) = µ(xδ,yδ)2n
δ−1.

Proof. First, we may assumeµ= 1, since core(µI) = µ core(I) for any non zero divisorµ. Passing

to the subringk[xδ,yδ] over whichk[x,y] is flat, we may further suppose thatδ = 1. Indeed the core

of 0-dimensional ideals is preserved by flat base change according to Proposition 2.1 and [4, 4.8].

Now we are left to prove that core(I) =m2n−1. But

core(I) = (xn(t+1),yn(t+1)) : (I2t ,xn(t+1),yn(t+1)) by Theorem 2.5

= (xn(t+1),yn(t+1)) : m2nt by Lemma 6.3

= m
2n−1.

Corollary 6.5. In addition to the assumptions of 6.2 suppose that µ= 1 andδ = 1. ThenǏ =mn.

Proof. We may assume thatk is infinite. By Theorem 6.4 we have core(I) = core(mn). Now the

assertion follows from Corollary 4.9(a).

For any integrally closed idealI in a two-dimensional regular local ring it is known that core(I) =

adj(I2), by work of Huneke and Swanson and of Lipman [12, 19]. The nextcorollary shows that

this equality may hold even for ideals that are far from beingintegrally closed.

Corollary 6.6. In addition to the assumptions of 6.2 suppose that k is an infinite field, µ= 1, and

δ = 1. Thencore(I) = adj(I2).

Proof. The assertion follows from Theorem 4.11 via Lemma 6.3.

Alternative Proof of Theorem 6.4. Again assumingµ = 1 and δ = 1 we wish to prove that

core(I) = m2n−1. But mn is integral overI and core(mn) = m2n−1 by Corollary 5.3 for instance.

Hence core(I)⊃ core(mn) =m2n−1. Thus we only need to establish the inclusion core(I)⊂m2n−1.

Since core(I) is a monomial ideal it suffices to prove thatm2n−1 is the maximal monomial ideal
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contained in some reductionJ of I , i.e. m2n−1 = mono(J). We takeJ = (yn − xn, f ) for f =

b0yn−b1xn−k1yk1 −·· ·−bsxn−ksyks with (b0, . . . ,bs) ∈ ks+1 general. Noticeβ = x2n,y2n is a regular

sequence of monomials contained inJ and(β) : m2n = m2n−1. Thus according to Lemma 3.2 the

equality mono(J) = m2n−1 follows once we have shown that Mono((β) : J) = m2n. To compute

(β) : J= (x2n,y2n) : (yn−xn, f ) we writex2n = h(yn−xn)+g f whereh,g are forms of degreen and

degyg≤ n−1. We have

x2n = h(yn−xn)+g f

y2n = (h+yn+xn)(yn−xn)+g f.

Hence(x2n,y2n) : (yn−xn, f ) = (x2n,y2n,∆), where

∆ =

∣∣∣∣
h g

h+yn+xn g

∣∣∣∣=−(yn+xn)g.

To prove that Mono(x2n,y2n,∆) =m2n it suffices to show that the monomial support of∆ =−(yn+

xn)g is the set of all monomials of degree 2n except fory2n. To this end we establish that the

monomial support ofg is the set of all monomials of degreen except foryn. After dehomogenizing

the latter claim follows from a general fact about polynomials in k[y]:

Lemma 6.7. Let k[y] be a polynomial ring over an infinite field k, and f= b0yn−b1yk1− . . .−bsyks ∈

k[y], where0< k1 < .. . < ks < n are integers withgcd(k1, . . . ,ks,n) = 1 and (b0, . . . ,bs) ∈ ks+1 is

general. If1= h(yn−1)+g f with h∈ k[y] and g= c0+c1y+ . . .+cn−1yn−1 ∈ k[y], then ci 6= 0 for

every i.

To prove Lemma 6.7 we are led to study Hankel matrices with strings of zeros and variables. We

need to determine under which conditions on the distance between the strings of variables the ideal

generated by the maximal minors of the matrix has generic grade. We solve this problem, which

is interesting in its own right, by using techniques from Gr¨obner basis theory. On the other hand,

Lemma 6.7 is actually equivalent to Theorem 6.4. Therefore the first proof of Theorem 6.4 also

provides a less involved proof of Lemma 6.7.

7. MONOMIALS OF THE SAME DEGREE: DIMENSION THREE

In this section we study the core of ideals generated by monomials of the same degree in three

variables. However, our results are less complete than in the two dimensional case.
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Notation and Discussion 7.1. Let R= k[x,y,z] be a polynomial ring over an infinite fieldk and

consider theR-ideal I = (xn,yn,zn,{xn−ki yki},{xn−ℓi zℓi},{yn−mi zmi}) 6= R. Write

a = gcd(n,ki ’s, ℓi ’s)

b = gcd(n,ki ’s,mi ’s)

c = gcd(n, ℓi ’s,mi ’s)

S = k[xa,yb,zc].

Notice that gcd(a,b) = gcd(a,c) = gcd(b,c) = gcd(a,b,c). For the purpose of computing the core of

I we may assume thatδ = gcd(a,b,c) = 1, since we may first compute the core of the corresponding

ideal in the polynomial ringk[xδ,yδ,zδ] and then use the fact that the core is preserved under flat

base change according to Proposition 2.1 and [4, 4.8]. Thus throughout this section we will assume

thatgcd(a,b,c) = 1, and hence that,a, b, c are pairwise relatively prime. Furthermore by relabeling

the variables we can assume thata≤ b≤ c.

Let J be theR-ideal generated byxn, yn, zn, let K be theR-ideal generated by the monomials inS

of degreen, andL theR-ideal generated byS≥n. ClearlyJ ⊂ I ⊂ K ⊂ L.

We will show that the core ofI is always equal to the core ofK; in particularK is contained

in the first coefficient ideal ofI according to Corollary 4.9(a). Ifa= 1, we will actually show that

core(I) = core(K)= core(L) and thatL is the first coefficient ideal ofI . We first need some technical

lemmas. For their proofs setk= gcd(n,ki ’s), ℓ= gcd(n, ℓi ’s), andm= gcd(n,mi ’s).

Lemma 7.2. With assumptions as in 7.1 one has K3t ⊂ S3ntR⊂ I3t +J〈t+1〉 for t ≫ 0.

Proof. It suffices to show that for a monomialxauybvzcw of S3nt that is not inJ〈t+1〉, we have

xauybvzcw ∈ I3t . Thusau+bv+cw= 3nt andau,bv,cw< n(t +1). Since the sum of any two ofau,

bv, cw is strictly less than 2n(t +1) we haveau,bv,cw> (t −2)n. In particular, whent ≫ 0 each

summandau,bv,cw≫ 0. Applying Lemma 6.1 to the integersn, ℓi, mi we can write

(3) cw= αn+∑βiℓi +∑γimi ,

where∑βi +∑γi < n/c andα,βi ,γi ≥ 0. In particular

(4) αn= cw− (∑βiℓi +∑γimi)> (t −2−n/c)n.

Next we wish to apply Lemma 6.1 to the integersn, ki , ℓm. Since∑γi(n−mi) < n2/c we have

bv−∑γi(n−mi)≫ 0. We first observe that gcd(n,ki ’s, ℓm) = gcd(k, ℓm) = ab. This follows since

a = gcd(k, ℓ), b = gcd(k,m), and gcd(a,b) = 1. Now we want to prove thatbv−∑γi(n−mi) is

divisible by ab. Clearly b divides bv−∑γi(n−mi). Sinceau= 3nt− bv−αn−∑βiℓi −∑γimi

by (3), we see thata divides bv+∑γimi and hence dividesbv−∑γi(n−mi). As gcd(a,b) = 1,

bv−∑γi(n−mi) is a multiple ofab. Hence according to Lemma 6.1 we can write

(5) bv−∑γi(n−mi) = µn+∑νiki +ηℓm,
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where∑νi +η < n/ab andµ,νi ,η ≥ 0. Therefore

(6) bv= µn+∑γi(n−mi)+∑νiki +ηℓm.

Now we apply Lemma 6.1 to the integersn, n−mi. By (5) we haveµn+ηℓm≫ 0 as∑νiki <

n2/ab. Hence we may write

µn+ηℓm= ρn+∑γ ′i (n−mi),

where∑γ ′i < n/m andρ,γ ′i ≥ 0. Substituting the last equality into (6) we obtain

(7) bv= ρn+∑γ ′i (n−mi)+∑γi(n−mi)+∑νiki .

Next considerau−∑βi(n− ℓi)−∑νi(n− ki), which is≫ 0 whent ≫ 0. We wish to see that

au−∑βi(n− ℓi)−∑νi(n−ki) is divisible byℓ. Indeed

au−∑βi(n− ℓi)−∑νi(n−ki) ≡ au+∑νiki modℓ

≡ au+cw−∑γimi +∑νiki modℓ by (3)

≡ au+cw+bv modℓ by (6)

≡ 3nt modℓ

≡ 0 modℓ.

Thereforeau−∑βi(n− ℓi)−∑νi(n−ki) is a multiple ofℓ. Thus we may apply Lemma 6.1 to the

integersn, n− ℓi to write

au−∑βi(n− ℓi)−∑νi(n−ki) = ζn+∑β ′
i (n− ℓi),

where∑β ′
i < n/ℓ andζ,β ′

i ≥ 0. Hence

(8) au= ζn+∑βi(n− ℓi)+∑νi(n−ki)+∑β ′
i (n− ℓi).

Combining equations (8), (7), and ( 3) we obtain

(au,bv,cw) = ζ(n,0,0)+ρ(0,n,0)+α(0,0,n)+∑(βi +β ′
i )(n− ℓi,0, ℓi)

+ ∑νi(n−ki ,ki ,0)+∑(γi + γ ′i )(0,n−mi,mi)

− (0,0,∑β ′
i ℓi +∑γ ′i mi).

Taking the sum of the components on each side we see that∑β ′
i ℓi +∑γ ′i mi = λn for someλ ≥ 0.

Thus

(au,bv,cw) = ζ(n,0,0)+ρ(0,n,0)+ (α−λ)(0,0,n)+∑(βi +β ′
i )(n− ℓi,0, ℓi)

+ ∑νi(n−ki ,ki ,0)+∑(γi + γ ′i )(0,n−mi ,mi).

Since∑β ′
i < n/ℓ and∑γ ′i < n/mwe must haveλn< (n/ℓ+n/m)n, and consequentlyλ < n/ℓ+

n/m. As α > t − 2− n/c by (4), we haveα − λ ≥ 0 for t ≫ 0. Finally, since the sum of the

components on the left hand side is 3nt we deduce that the right hand side is the exponent vector of

a monomial inI3t , as desired.
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Lemma 7.3. With assumptions as in 7.1 the S-ideal S≥ j is generated by monomials of degrees at

most j+b−1 for every integer multiple j of c.

Proof. Let xauybvzcw be a minimal monomial generator ofS≥ j . Suppose thatau+bv+cw≥ j +b.

Sincea≤ b it follows thatu= v= 0 because the monomialxauybvzcw is a minimal generator ofS≥ j .

Hencecw≥ j +b> j which implieszcw = zjzc(w− j/c), a contradiction.

Lemma 7.4. With assumptions as in 7.1 and a= b= 1 the S-ideal S≥ j is generated by monomials

of degree j for every integer multiple j of c; in particular L= K.

Proof. This follows immediately from Lemma 7.3.

Lemma 7.5. With assumptions as in 7.1 and a= 1 one has L3t ⊂ S≥3ntR⊂ I3t +J〈t+1〉 for t ≫ 0.

Proof. It suffices to show that every minimal monomial generatorxuybvzcw of the S-ideal S≥3nt

that is not inJ〈t+1〉 is in I3t . Lemma 7.3 givesu+ bv+ cw= 3nt+ ε with 0 ≤ ε ≤ b− 1. Since

xuybvzcw 6∈ J〈t+1〉 we havebv,cw< n(t +1), hencebv+ cw< 2n(t +1). As u+bv+ cw≥ 3nt we

obtainu> (t −2)n. In particularu≥ ε for t ≥ 3. Now xuybvzcw = xεxu−εybvzcw with xu−εybvzcw ∈

S3ntR, and the assertion follows from Lemma 7.2.

From now on we will assume that the fieldk is infinite.

Theorem 7.6. With assumptions as in 7.1 one hascore(I) = core(K). In particular K ⊂ Ǐ, the first

coefficient ideal of I .

Proof. Lemma 7.2 givesK3t + J〈t+1〉 = I3t + J〈t+1〉 for t ≫ 0. Thus core(K) = core(I) by Theo-

rem 2.5. Corollary 4.9(a) then implies thatǨ = Ǐ .

We are now ready to give an explicit formula for the core ofI .

Theorem 7.7. With assumptions as in 7.1 and a= 1 one has

core(I) = core(K) = core(L) = (S≥3n−b−c)R.

Proof. TheR-ideal J = (xn,yn,zn) is a reduction ofL according to Lemma 5.1(a) and theS-ideal

S≥n is normal by [35, 3.13] and [26, 3.5]. Now we obtain fort ≫ 0,

J〈t+1〉 :R L3t = Jt+1 :R Lt by Lemma 2.2

⊂ core(L) by Proposition 2.1 and [23, 4.8]

⊂ core(K) sinceK is a reduction ofL

⊂ core(I) sinceI is a reduction ofK

= J〈t+1〉 :R I3t by Theorem 2.5

= J〈t+1〉 :R L3t by Lemma 7.5

= (S≥3n−b−c)R by Lemma 5.1(b).
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The next example shows that Theorem 7.7 does not hold whena= 2.

Example 7.8. Let R= k[x,y,z] be a polynomial ring over a fieldk with chark= 0 and consider the

idealI = (x30,y30,z30,x6y24,x10z20,y15z15). In this casea= 2, b= 3, c= 5 andS= k[x2,y3,z5]. One

hasL = K +(x26z5,x20y6z5,x16z15,x14y12z5,x10y6z15,x8y18z5,x4y12z15,x2y24z5)+ (y27z5,y12z20). It

turns out that core(L) = S≥81R( core(I) = core(K).

Theorem 7.9. With assumptions as in 7.1 and a= 1 one has

(a) Ǐ = L.

(b) R[Ǐt ] = R[Lt] is the S2-ification of R[It ].

(c) R[Ǐt ] = R[Lt] is a Cohen-Macaulay ring.

Proof. The idealL is integral overI by Lemma 5.1(a). FurthermoreJt+1 : Lt = Jt+1 : I t for t ≫ 0

according to Lemmas 7.5 and 2.2. Now Corollary 4.8 implies that Ľ = Ǐ . Thus the theorem follows

once we have shown thatR[Lt] is Cohen-Macaulay. The Rees algebraS[S≥nt] is normal by [35,

3.13] and [26, 3.5], and hence Cohen-Macaulay according to [8, Theorem 1]. ButR[Lt] is a finite

free module overS[S≥nt] and thus a Cohen-Macaulay ring as well.

The next two corollaries show that fora= b= 1 our formula for the core becomes more explicit,

akin to the case of two variables.

Corollary 7.10. In addition to the assumptions of 7.1 suppose that a= b= 1 and write q= 3n
c −1.

One has

(a) Ǐ = K = L = ((x,y)c,zc)n/c.

(b) core(I) = (zqc)+∑q−1
i=0 zic(x,y)(q−i)c−1.

Proof. The first two equalities in part (a) follow from Lemma 7.4 and Theorem 7.9(a), whereas the

last equation is immediate from the definition ofK. To prove part (b) one uses Theorem 7.7.

Corollary 7.11. With assumptions as in 7.1 and a= b= c= 1 one has

(a) Ǐ = K = L =mn.

(b) core(I) =m3n−2 = adj(I3).

Proof. In light of Corollary 7.10 it suffices to prove that core(I) = adj(I3) in part (b). Indeed,

part (a) and Lemma 7.2 show that the assumptions of Theorem 4.11 are satisfied. Now apply that

theorem.
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